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REMARKS 

In response to the Official Action mailed March 3, 
2006, Applicant submits the following amendments and remarks. 

In the Official Action, Applicant acknowledges with 
appreciation that claims 1, 2, 4, 6, 8-10, 14, 24-26 and 36 have 
been deemed to contain patentable subject matter and allowed. 
Applicant also acknowledges that although claim 35 is objected 
to for depending upon a rejected base claim, the Examiner has 
acknowledged that claim 35 contains patentable subject matter. 

In the Official Action claim 33 is rejected under 35 
U.S.C.§112, second paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to 
particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which Applicant regards as the invention. Specifically, the 
Examiner is unclear as to what structure it is intended to be 
recited in line 11-14 of claim 33. A response to this 

rejection, Applicant has amended claim 33 to clarify the claimed 
invention. Claim 33 has been amended to recite the same feature 
included within claim 1, specifically that "an elastically 
deformed member configured for exerting an upward restoring 
force against said drive mechanism as said second part is moved 
downward relative to said base part." Thus, Applicant asserts 
that claim 33 is now in condition for allowance and should be 
deemed patentable. 

Claim 32 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. §102 (b) as being 
anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 5, 102, 249 to Holloway. In 
response to this rejection, Applicant has amended claim 32 so as 
to include the recitation that the drive mechanism comprises a 
first part and a second part. This distinguishes claim 32 from 
Holloway in that Holloway does not disclose an apparatus that 
would assemble a base part such as base shell 86, to a drive 
mechanism comprising a first part and a second part (Sleeve 50 
and base 30) . The decorative shell 84 of Holloway does not 
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assemble to the base of the drive mechanism or the shell 82. 
Furthermore, there is no apparatus including a portion 
configured to be fashioned to the second part and an anti- 
rotation element for cooperating with the base part as recited 
in claim 32. Thus, Holloway does not disclose the invention as 
recited in claim 32. Applicant therefore asserts that claim 32 
should be deemed patentable over the prior art. 

As it is believed that all of the rejections set forth 
in the Official Action have been fully met, favorable 
reconsideration and allowance are earnestly solicited. 

If, however, for any reason the Examiner does not 
believe that such action can be taken at this time, it is 
respectfully requested that he/she telephone Applicant's 
attorney at (908) 654-5000 in order to overcome any additional 
objections which he might have. 

If there are any additional charges in connection with 
this requested amendment, the Examiner is authorized to charge 
Deposit Account No. 12-1095 therefor. 



Dated: May 30, 2006 




KRUMHOLZ & MENTLIK, LLP 
600 South Avenue West 
Westfield, New Jersey 07090 
(908) 654-5000 
Attorney for Applicant 
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